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1. Call to order, Edward Amend, Faculty Chair 
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RECEIVED 
:~EG 1 9 1986 
NATURAL SCIENCt:..:, 
2. Report and Recommendations of the General Education Committee, Darrel Davis, 
Chair 
3. Recommendations of the Faculty Senate, Myra Boots, Chair 
4. Other Business 
5. Adjournment 
Summary and Action of Motions 
1. Motion to approve the philosophy and rationale statements and the list of 
courses to be included in the new General Education program which was 
proposed by the General Education Committee and amended and approved by the 
Faculty Senate. 
Passed by written vote, 142 affirmative; 113 negative; 1 abstention 
2. Motion to limit debate to three minutes. 
Passed by standing vote. 
3. Motion to approve the list of administrative policies which was proposed by 
the General Education Committee and amended and approved by the Faculty 
Senate. 
Main motion passed by standing vote. 
4. Motion to limit debate to three minutes. 
Passed by standing vote. 
5. Motion to amend by adding "and to not implement the program until receipt of 
additional money to hire additional faculty." 
Defeated by standing vote. 
The meeting was called to order by Faculty Chair, Edward Amend at 
3:17p.m. in the University Auditorium. 
Amend requested Darrel Davis, Chair of the General Education Committee, 
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to present the report and recommendations of the General Education Committee. 
The General Education Committee Report 
Darrel Davis expressed appreciation to various individuals and to all members of 
the General Education Committee. In addition, he thanked the faculty members who 
participated in the formation of the philosophy and rationale statement. 
The General Education Committee and the University Senate both endorsed the 
structure and length of the program. The Faculty accepted the Senate's proposal. 
In April the Senate approved the philosophy and rationale statement. Davis 
reported that the faculty, administrators (Department Heads and Deans) worked 
together to select courses. 
Darrel Davis delineated the changes of the General Education program as follows: 
1. All bachelor degree candidates would take the following courses: 
Communication Essentials Component - Reading and Writing, Speaking and 
Listening, Quantitative Analysis. 
2. Philosophical changes in the Physical Education Component-Personal 
Wellness. 
3. All students will take both Humanities I and II. 
Efforts were made to increase or expand the pre-University preparation of those 
students who will be admitted to the program. 
If the program is approved the committee and administration will need to attend 
to the support of those who will deliver the courses. The General Education 
program will be the broadest program on campus. There is a need to give the 
program an identity for every undergraduate on campus and to give recognition to 
faculty contributions through periodic opportunities for psychic renewal such as 
the granting of sabbatical leaves and by other faculty development programs. 
Darrel Davis again thanked all who participated in preparing the proposal and 
recommended the program for approval. 
Darrel Davis referred to one unresolved issue, that is the placement of the 
course Religions of the World. Further consideration will be given to this 
matter. 
Reoa.aendations of tbe Faculty Senate 
Myra Boots, Faculty Senate Chair, moved that the faculty approve the philosophy 
and rationale statements and the list of courses to be included in the new 
General Education program which was proposed by the General Education Committee 
and amended and approved by the Faculty Senate. 
Edward Amend requested a motion to limit debate. George Glenn (Communication & 
Theatre Arts) moved to limit debate to three minutes. Jan Robbins (English) 
seconded the motion. Motion passed on a standing vote. Edward Amend opened the 
floor to debate. 
- 3 -
Murray Austin (Geography) provided the ratiocination that while the proposed 
structure is more complex, it does little in terms of dealing with underlying 
problems. He also expressed concern about the lack of consistency among multi-
sectioned courses and the lack of provision for periodic evaluation. Austin 
stated that there was a lack of consensus among students and faculty as to what a 
general education course is or should be and a general education program could 
not be implemented without a major restructuring of the University. He 
recommended a vote of no approval. 
Dean Thompson (Humanities & Fine Arts) stated he was aware of the difficulties 
involved in bringing departments and colleges together for consultative 
deliberations and commended the faculty for attempting to resolve differences. 
D. C. Hawley (Modern Languages) remarked that general education should be a 
multicultural, expansive experience. He indicated that the proposed general 
education program is parochial in what it doesn't have. Hawley spoke against the 
motion. 
Ted Hovet (English Language & Literature) applauded the encouragement of free and 
open debate but urged a return to a consultative position. 
Robert Gish (English Language & Literature) expressed a concern about many issues 
including Fine Arts as being only 6 hours, more recognition for minority 
cultures~ the media communications as a part or Mass Culture, and a greater 
emphasis on logic and critical thinking. Gish expressed disapproval or the 
motion. 
Fred Hallberg (Philosophy & Religion) commented that in his judgment this is not 
an ideal general education program. He stated we should compare the present 
proposal to the existing program. Hallberg believed that the proposed general 
education program is more educationally sound and spoke in favor of the motion. 
Norm Story (Counseling) expressed a concern about the number or additional hours 
in the proposed general education program and believed we could reduce the number 
or options since "better" students are coming to the University. 
David Morgan (Philosophy & Religion) called for a point or information. He asked 
how many courses do not presently exist and would have to be introduced in the 
new program. 
Darrel Davis proceeded to discuss the courses by categories. 
I. Civilizations and Cultures 
B. Non-Western Cultures 
8. Japan-new 
9. Russia/Soviet Union-experimental now 
II. Fine Arts, Literature, Philosophy and Religion 
A. Fine Arts 
1. Visual Perceptions and 
2. Visual Inventions-modifications or existing courses 
4. The Arts and Human Experience-new 
5. Survey of Dance History-new 
7. Music of Our Time-new 
III. Natural Science and Technology 
A. Sphere I 
2. Bioenergetics-new 
4. Elements of Physics-new 
6. Principles of Chemistry-new 
B. Sphere II 
6. Life Through Time-new 
IV. Social Science 
A. Group A 
4. Human Identity and Relationships-modified 
B. Group B 
1. American Government in a Comparative Perspective-new 
3. American Civilization-new 
C. Group C 
1. Social Welfare: A World View-new 
2. Women, Men, and Society-new 
3. American Racial Minorities-new 
V. Communication Essentials 
A. Writing and Reading 
1. Introduction to College Writing-experimental basis 
B. Speaking and Listening 
1. Oral Communication-revised 
C. Quantitative Techniques and Understanding 
1. Mathematics in Decision Making-new 
VI. Personal Wellness 
1. Personal Wellness-now taught 
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John Longnecker (Mathematics) expressed a concern for the total number of hours , 
in the proposed new general education program. He commented about the new hours 
for Foreign Language as well as a reduction of hours in specialized programs. 
Longnecker felt it would be difficult for students to complete programs in four 
years. He expressed a negative view of the motion. 
Darrel Davis responded by saying that there was a 64 hour provision for majors. 
He also indicated that the foreign language requirement was not part of the 
General Education program. 
Fritz Koenig (Modern Languages) stated that foreign language is not a part of 
General Education. He advised that students take more language courses in high 
school. 
Peter Goulet (Management) responded to Longnecker by stating that the proposed 
general education program does not require 17 hours of foreign language. 
Russell Campbell (Math/Computer Science) believed that the new proposal has great 
similarities to the present program. He suggested that the University wait for a 
year to develop a better program for students. 
James Skaine (Communication/Theatre Arts) asked if we were assured of an increase 
in staff if the proposed program was approved. He questioned the number of new 
or diverted faculty. 
Darrel Davis responded by saying that the General Education Committee had no onus 
for staffing. He believed that the administration would do all that is possible 
to provide resources. 
James Skaine questioned the need for larger classes. 
- 5 -
Darrel Davis responded yes if the departments desired this or other alternatives. 
James Skaine also asked about how the capstone classes would be taught. He 
queried if enrollment would be restricted. 
Darrel Davis stated that staffing was not the responsibility of the General 
Education Committee. 
James Skaine requested an estimate of new or diverted faculty. 
Darrel Davis replied that it was not possible to give an accurate figure. 
Ralph Schwartz (Communicative Disorders) expressed confusion regarding the 
proposal for general education • . He asked about the purpose of the program for 
students. He also asked if all hours had to be taken at the university level. 
Darrel Davis responded that the proposed program will require 47 hours of 
university credit. 
Paul Rider (Chemistry) compared the proposed program with the existing program an 
terms of course titles, new courses, categories, number of courses, and 
distribution of courses. He felt the new proposed general education program was 
not much different than the present program. 
Darrel Davis said there was a difference in perception. Some viewed it as 
representing a drastic change, some as no change. As reiterated earlier, the new 
program retains much of the current program that was good and provides more 
structure, coherence, and essentials in math and writing. There will be a big 
difference in terms of an individual student's program. , 
James Robinson (Philosophy & Religion) supported the proposal but laments the 
demise of a course in critical thinking. He felt the new program will be a 
stronger and richer program for the students. 
Wylie Anderson (Economics) called for the question. 
Henry Parker (Modern Languages) congratulated the eloquent dissenters. 
Additionally, he saluted all and thanked them for their spirit and convictions. 
Robley Wilson {English Language & Literature) expressed some concern about 
whether choices should be-in the general education program or outside of it. He 
took a negative stance toward the proposal. 
Wylie Anderson moved the previous question. Motion was seconded and passed. 
Arter a written vote, the main motion was passed- 142 affirmative; 113 
negative; 1 abstention. 
Myra Boots moved that the faculty approve the list of administrative policies 
which was proposed by the General Education Committee and amended and approved by 
the Faculty Senate. 
A motion was made by George Glenn and seconded by Howard Jones (History) to limit 
debate to three minutes. Motion carried. 
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James Chang (Chemistry) was concerned about funds for additional staff. He moved 
to amend the motion by adding "to not implement the program until receipt of 
additional money to hire additional faculty". The amendment was seconded by 
James Skaine. 
David Crownfield (Philosophy & Religion) expressed uncertainty about the effect 
of passing or defeating the amendment. He expressed q concern about resisting 
efforts to do large sectioning of classes. 
James Skaine suggested approval of the amendment. He stated that the amendment 
did not hamper implementation of the program because sufficient time would be 
available. 
Darrel Davis responded by stating that the amendment may restrict the program if 
it is passed. 
Vice-President Martin assured faculty that there would be funding but it was not 
possible at this time to indicate an exact amount. He stated it will take four 
years to determine the precise impact of the new general education program. 
A standing vote was taken on the amendment. The amendment was defeated. 
David Morgan asked if there were provisions for amending the program. 
Darrel Davis said that proposals can be added. 
David Morgan asked if written procedure for amending existed. 
Darrel Davis replied in the affirmative. 
Darrell Hoff (Earth Science) stated that the University missed an important 
opportunity when it did not appoint a Director for General Education. Hoff asked 
about the inclusion of a science/lab course. 
Darrel Davis replied that at least one course must be taken for university credit 
which includes a laboratory course experience. 
Edward Amend called for a standing vote with regard to the motion. The motion 
passed. 
Edward Amend asked if any other business should come before the faculty. There 
was no further business. 
James Skaine moved and David Crownfield seconded that the meeting be adjourned. 
Motion passed. 




These minutes shall stand approved as published unless corrections or protests 
are filed with the secretary of the University Faculty within tw6 weeks. 
